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OPINION 1 130 

LILIOCERIS REITTER, 1912 (INSECTA; COLEOPTERA) 
CORRECTION OF TYPE SPECIES 

RULING — (I) The following entries in Official Lists are 
hereby corrected as follows: 

(a) Official List of Generic Names in Zoology, No. 1893 to 
read: “ Lilioceris Reitter, 1912 (gender: masculine), type species, by 
subsequent designation by Heinze, 1937, Chrysomela merdigera 
Linnaeus, 1758.” 

(b) Official List of Specific Names in Zoology, No. 2369 to 
read: ‘7/7/7 Scopoli, 1763, as published in the binomen Attelabus 
lilii. ” 

(2) The following specific name is hereby added to the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Number 
2668: merdigera Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen 
Chrysomela merdigera (specific name of type species of Lilioceris 
Reitter, 1912). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE Z.N.(S.) 1786 

The original object of this application was to conserve the 
generic names Crioceris MUller, 1764 and Lema Fabricius, 1798 in 
their accustomed senses. This was achieved by the ruling given in 
Opinion 908 {Bull, zool Nom . vol. 27: 12-13, 1970). Lilioceris 
Reitter, 1912, was placed on the Official List of Generic Names in 
Zoology under the ordinary powers of the Commission as a con¬ 
sequence of the action taken under the plenary powers concerning 
Crioceris and Lema. It was then thought that the type species of 
Lilioceris was Attelabus lilii Scopoli, 1763, and corresponding 
entries were accordingly made in the Official Lists of Generic and 
Specific Names in Zoology. 

On 13 May 1974 an application was received from Dr 
Richard E. White (Systematic Entomology Laboratory USD A, c/o 
U.S. National Museum, Washington D.C. 20560) pointing out that 
the type species of Lilioceris was not A lilii Scopoli, 1763, by sub¬ 
sequent designation by Chujo, 1951, as had been thought, but 
Chrysomela merdigera Linnaeus, 1758, by subsequent designation 
by Heinze, 1937. This did not affect any of the taxonomic con¬ 
sequences of Opinion 908; it meant, however, that what had then 
been thought to be a subjective synonymy between the three 
generic names became an objective synonymy. 

Dr White’s application was sent to the printer on 27 August 
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1974 and published on 13 January 1975 in Bull. zool. Nom., vol. 
31: 200. No use of the plenary powers was involved. No comments 
were received. 


DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 5 September 1978 the members of the Commission were 
invited to vote under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper 
(1978)12 for or against the proposals published in Bull, zool Nom ., 
vol. 31: 200. At the close of the voting period on 5 December 1978 
the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative Votes — seventeen (17) received in the following 
order: Holthuis, Melville, Alvarado, Mroczkowski, Eisenmann, 
Vokes, Brinck, Willink, Habe, Tortonese, Cogger, Binder, Bayer, 
Dupuis, Corliss, Welch, Bemardi 

Negative Votes — none (0). 

A late affirmative vote was received from Sabrosky. Ride was 
on leave of absence. No voting papers were returned by Heppell, 
Kraus and Starobogatov. 

Nye abstained from voting and commented: “I cannot vote 
on this proposal as the application is incomplete. What is to happen 
to the entry of Attelabus lilii at present on the Official List as the 
type species of Lilioceris? Is Chrysomela merdigera now to be 
placed in the Official List in its place, or in addition? It would be 
more satisfactory to correct the error by setting aside under the 
plenary powers any type species designation for Lilioceris prior to 
that of Chujo, 1951.” 


NOTE BY THE SECRETARY TO THE COMMISSION 

In drafting the ruling in this Opinion, 1 have borne Dr 
Nye’s comment in mind. He is right to point out that Dr White’s 
proposals were incomplete. On the other hand, the minimum 
inferences necessary to complete them seem to me so easily drawn 
as not to require a re-opening of the case: the replacement of an 
incorrect subsequent type-species designation by the correct one 
automatically entails adding the name of the latter species (C. 
merdigera L.) to the Official List and the removal from the entry 
for A. lilii Scopoli of its citation as the type species of Lilioceris. 
No vote was taken on the question of removing that name from 
the Official List, however, and in consequence that entry stands as 
such. 
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ORIGINAL REFERENCES 

The following is the original reference to a name placed on 
the Official List by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 
merdigera, Chrysomela, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat., ed. 10, vol. 1: 

375 

The following is the reference to a designation of type species 
accepted in the ruling given in the present Opinion: of Chrysomela 
merdigera Linnaeus, 1758, as type species of Lilioceris Reitter, 
1912, by Heinze, \ 931, Bull. Mus. roy. Hist. nat. Belgique, vol. 13 
(25): 3. 


CERTIFICATE 

I certify that the votes cast on voting paper (78)12 were cast 
as set out above, that the proposal contained in that voting paper 
has been duly adopted, and that the decision so taken, being the 
decision of the International Commission on Zoological Nomen¬ 
clature, is truly recorded in the present Opinion No. 1130. 

R.V. MELVILLE 
Secretary 

International Commission on Zoological Nomenclature 

London 
22 January 1979 


